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INTRODUCTION:IN 2007 I VISITED WESTERN AUSTRALIA TO ATTEND A FAMILY
WEDDING AND WHILST THERE I CALED IN TO SEE THE LOCAL
COURT DRUG TEAM TO COMPARE NOTES. I HAVE WORKED AT THE
MAGISTRATES COURT IN MANCHESTER SINCE 1988, INIITALLY
FOR PROBATION AND LATTERLY FOR MANCHESTER DRUG
SERVICE. I WAS TOLD THAT THE BIGGEST PROBLEM THEY HAD AT
THAT TIME IN WA WAS CRYSTAL METH, A DRUG THAT WAS NOT
VERY PREVALENT IN THE UK. ON MY RETURN HOME I WAS SAT AT
MY DESK TRAWLING THROUGH THE INTERNET AND CAME ACROSS
AN ADVERT FOR THE WINSTON CHURCHILL MEMORIAL TRUST
OFFERING FUNDING FOR PEOPLE TO TRAVEL AND LOOK AT WORK
THAT WOULD ASSIST THEM IN THEIR CAREERS AND BE OF USE TO
THEIR COMMUNITY. I HAD A LITTLE TIME AVAILABLE SO I
COMPLETED AN APPLICATION AND SENT IT OFF, GIVING MYSELF
LITTLE CHANCE OF SUCCESS. TO MY GREAT SURPRISE I WAS
INVITED DOWN TO LONDON FOR INTERVIEW AND EVENTUALLY
WAS INFORMED I HAD BEEN SUCCESSFUL.
I THEN CONTACTED THE DRUG TEAM AT PERTH MAGISTRATES
COURT AND ASKED IF THEY COULD OFFER ME A PLACEMENT TO
WHICH THEY REPLIED THEY WOULD
MY NEXT TASK WAS TO ARRANGE TIME OFF FROM WORK. A BIT
DIFFICULT AS OUT OF A TEAM OF 3, ONE HAD BEEN RETIRED AND
THE OTHER MOVED TO ANOTHER BASE IT TOOK NEARLY 9
MONTHS FOR A NEW COLLEAGUE TO BE APPOINTED. SO I FINALLY
LEFT THE UK IN NOVEMBER 2008 TP SPEND 6 WEEKS WITH THE
COURT ASSESSMENT AND TREATMENT TEAM IN PERTH.

JOURNEY AND ARRIVAL:I HAD A LITTLE PROBLEM AT MANCHESTER AIRPORT WITH MY
VISA. APPARENTLY THE COMPUTER SHOWED I HAD BEEN
REFUSED ONE BUT ALSO SHOWED I HAD BEEN ACCEPTED. THEY
MANAGED TO SORT IT OUT AND I LEFT MANCHESTER IN
TEMPERATURES OF LESS THAN 0%. Following a couple of hours

stopover in Singapore I arrived in perth to temperatures in the
mid 20s. My sister who met me was complaining that, what I
thought a pleasant breeze was making it freezing. She had a long
sleeve top and trousers on, I was in shorts, t-shirt and thongs
(flip flops) and the sweat was pouring off me!!
The first day I went on an exploring expedition to time my journey
into Perth city and to make sure I knew where I was going.

First day at work:I arrived at the court assessment team ( cats) office and met the
team manager Sara. She took me round and introduced me to the
rest of the team and gave me a quick outline of the work. I then
went to the courts to observe how the dedicated drug court
operated.
The first thing that struck me was the informality of it all.
Defendants and their families, including young children were sat
at the side of court wearing shorts, t-shirts and drinking from
bottles of water. This would just not be tolerated in
Manchester. As a contrast however everyone stood and bowed
when the magistrate came in to court and also bowed when they
entered or left the court room what I then noticed was that all
the workers in the court (magistrate, prosecution, cats worker,
lawyers and the usher) seemed to know each defendant very
well and constant reference was made by the magistrate to what
had happened at the previous appearance.

Dedicated drug court:This had been operating in Perth for about 5 years before my
arrival and was completely different to anything I had heard of
operating in the uk.
If a defendant, through his lawyer told the normal magistrate
court that the offence(s) for which they were appearing were
directly related to drug misuse they could ask for a referral to
the drug court. They had to indicate a guilty plea to all
allegations and not have anything else outstanding. They would
then attend at the drug court early the following Monday when
what would be expected of them and what help they could expect
to receive if they were accepted by the court. This was followed
by a hearing to see if they were to be deemed acceptable for a

suitability assessment to take place. This could be adversarial if
the prosecution felt that there was anything known about the
defendant, such as violence on the previous convictions if
necessary the defence would put forward counter arguments,
the cats worker would be asked if they had a view and then the
magistrate would decide on the defendant’s suitability. Perhaps
at this point I ought to explain that the prosecutors in Perth
magistrates were all serving police officers especially trained
to prosecute, the magistrate was a trained lawyer ( what we
would call a district judge in the uk) another point of interest is
that the same magistrate sits in the drug court each day, the
prosecutors are from a small team of officers, the legal aid
society appoint lawyers to specifically service the court, even
the usher is the same one on most days. This is the reason why
everyone seemed to know each defendant as I mentioned earlier.
If a person was deemed acceptable for assessment they would be
bailed with a number of “protective bail conditions” these
normally included a residence condition, linked to a curfew,
which was subject to police checks where the defendant had to
present themselves to the police at their front door if requested
and also one not to use any “cash converter” or similar store
without the prior permission of the prosecutor. They also had to
attend at the cats office 3 times a week to give a urine sample
which would be checked for illegal drugs and to obey all lawful
requests of the cats team. The bail period would be for 4 weeks
and when they returned the cats team would give a report as to
their suitability for the drug court regime. If the decision was in
favour of acceptance the magistrate would then set a period of
imprisonment which would be suspended whilst the defendant
was subject to the regime. She would also set a number of points,
a maximum of 20 which the defendant had to stay under if they
were to retain their liberty. Points were awarded against them if
they missed an appointment with the cats team or produced a
“dirty” urine sample. During the currency of the regime a
defendant could choose to go to custody for a maximum of 7 days
and would have the number of points deducted for each day
spent inside. They could only make this choice once while on the
regime. The defendant is bailed to return to court each week for
a review of their progress.
Another thing that impressed me a lot was the way everyone
working in the drug court considered themselves part of the
same team. They all had the same target, to reduce drug related
crime, there were no issues of confidentiality and I found this a
refreshing change from the uk where each department working

in the criminal justice system has different key performance
indicators which often operate in direct opposition to each
other.

Review meetings:These are held each week and all the drug court team attend. At
the meeting the points to be awarded against each client
appearing in the next week is reviewed and in most cases decided
upon. Coming from the UK I found this a little unsettling as
decisions were being made about people without them being
present and if they were not represented by the legal aid lawyer
but a private one, without representation. When I queried this I
was told that if the decision was not accepted it could be argued
about in court but I got the impression that the decision was
rarely, if ever, overturned.

Drug tests:As stated above drug court clients have to attend 3 times a week
at the cats office to provide a urine sample. These are
temperature checked on the spot to ensure someone else’s urine
has not been provided to produce a clean sample. If the
temperature is ok the sample is then sent off for further
analysis. No excuse is accepted for “dirty” samples. An excuse
often used in the uk is medication, most pain killers are opiate
based, but in perth a client is given a list of medication to pass
onto their gp so that they are not prescribed these. At the
weekly review appearance the court is reminded of the latest
drug tests and the cats worker is connected by computer to the
office base so any outstanding ones can be reported on.

Relationships:The relationship between the cats worker and their client was
often very close and seemed built on trust. I witnessed a client
ring his worker from home to say his life had gone completely off
the rails and he was going to kill himself. The worker kept him
talking while a colleague rang his father at work and asked him
to return home immediately, which he did. I thought this was an
excellent professional piece of work and what impressed me was
the client ringing his worker at this time of great emotional

stress to say what he was planning to do. A successful outcome
as the client managed, with support to get his life back on track
and when I left Perth was again cooperating with the drug court
regime.

Detoxification and rehabilitation:Another advantage that wa has over the uk is the availability of
beds in detox and rehab units. I visited one detox centre and 2
residential rehab establishments and although each had a
slightly different approach both seemed pretty successful in
helping clients in achieving sobriety.

Racism:One issue I had with the detox centre was we were being shown
round by the manager and she said “this is the mainstream ward
and this is the aborigine ward”. One of the workers in the cats
team was aboriginal and I asked her how that felt, not being
considered part of the mainstream. She thought for a minute and
said “you’re right mike but that kind of language is so
commonplace I don’t think about it anymore”. I found that
worrying. Another time I was invited to a meeting and one of the
agenda items was about a proposal to make available to
aboriginal clients the opportunity to have a “respected elder”
from their community to act as a mentor for them while they were
on the drug court regime. The reason for this was said to be the
low take up of the court drug regime by the aboriginal community
and the low success rate of those who were admitted to it. The
idea was for the mentor to encourage the client to cooperate
and to explain to the court cultural differences that might make
the cooperation difficult. This, on the surface seemed laudable
but I asked where the impetus for this had come from, the meeting
or the indigenous community itself I was told from the meeting. I
found that to be of concern and could be considered
patronising. It might have been better if the members of the
meeting had approached the aboriginal community and asked
what they thought were the obstacles to their people taking up
and successfully completing the regime rather than imposing a
solution upon them.

Treatment services:The treatment offered for opiate ( heroin) users was pretty much
the same as in the uk, namely substitute medication in the form of
methadone and/or buprenmorphine. These tied in with the
greater availability of detox and rehab beds seemed to work for
most opiate misusers. Something that i considered to be a better
system than the uk’s was one drug team I visited ( actually where
the detox centre was) was the fact that hey provided a pharmacy
dispense service for clients who were not considered suitable
for medication pick up from a community pharmacy. This service
was open 24/7 364 days a year so there was never an excuse for
a client to say they could not pick up their medication as the
pharmacy was closed. One slight disappointment for me was that
in wa the only treatment they offered for crystal meth and
other stimulant users was counselling, detox and rehab. In the
uk,or certainly in manchester we offer a number of alternative
therapies such as massage,accupuncture, cognative behaviour
therapy and sometimes use tens machines to help.

Summary:All in all I found my trip a very interesting and useful experience.
Some of the things I have brought back are a desire to change
how drug test results are named in the uk. Here if a test shows
traces of an illegal drug it is called a “positive test” which I feel
has connotations of something good while in was it is called a
dirty test and similarly a test showing no traces of a drugs in the
uk is called a negative test while in wa it is called a clean test. I
personally feel the Australian version is a lot clearer and
leaves no room for misinterpretation. I am having difficulty in
getting my colleagues to agree to change how we name test
results as they feel that “dirty” is judgemental. I must admit I find
it difficult to understand that argument.
One other thing was the whole dedicated drug court regime. I
feel that the sooner the uk introduces a similar system the
sooner we will start to deal with drug related crime. I am aware
that several areas are piloting drug courts but from what I can
discover these seem to consist of mainly listing all drug related
offences in court and having professional available to advise
the court tof the best way of progressing the case. I see this as a
first step and what we need is a version of the drug court regime.
I appreciate that it is time and staff hours consuming but surely if

the uk wants to really deal with illegal drug use and its
consequent offending behaviour it needs to look at something as
intensive as this if only initially for the most recidivist of
offenders.

Conclusion:I would like to thank the Winston Churchill memorial trust for
agreeing to fund my trip and can only apologise for the late
submission of this report.
I would also like to express my appreciation to my employers for
giving me the time to go on my journey and especially to my
colleague Steven moffat who had to cover my absence for some 9
weeks.
My thanks also to my sister Barbara and her husband rod that
provided me with accommodation while in Perth and for listening
to my going on each evening about what I had seen that day
Finally my heartfelt thanks to my family especially my wife lynn
who has always supported me in my career and had to stay at
home while i visited Australia, a place she has always enjoyed
when on holiday

